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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 05/01/2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant argues on page 12 line 22 - page 13 line 3 of Remarks that Lopez-Estrada fails 
to teach the use of criteria that are defined according to the content of the multi-media program 
content, i.e. that are content -specific and therefore fails to anticipate each and every limitation of 
Claims 1 and 38. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees with applicant's arguments. Lopez-Estrada teaches 
playing back the segments based on chapter labels of the video stream which is used to identify 
the user's favorite parts in a movie (Para 22 lines 1-8; Para 27 lines 6-10). The chapter label is 
used to identify the specific segment of a program (Para 20 lines 9-12) and hence the chapter 
label is defined as a content specific of the multi-media program. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for 
the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, publistied under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by tine applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



3. Claims 1-7, 9-15, 25-26, 28-31, 34-35 and 38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Lopez-Estrada et al (US 2003/0035648). 



Regarding Claims 1 , 4 and 38, Lopez-Estrada discloses an apparatus with corresponding 
method for play back of multi-media program material comprising: 
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a multi-media playbacl< unit, capable of selectively playing back segments of a multi- 
media program material (FIG.2C; element 30); 

a memory wherein program instructions are stored to perform the function (Para 28); 

a first controller, operatively coupled to said multi-media playback unit and to the memory 
(Para 28), said controller operable to cause the apparatus, when executing the program 
instructions to perform the functions of: 

playing back from the multi-media program material, a first segment of the multi- media 
program material selected according to a first criteria that is defined according to content of the 
multi-media program material (Para 22 lines 1-8; Para 27 lines 6-10; playback a first segment 
based on a requested user's favorite chapter labels; a chapter label is defined according to 
content of the multi-media program material); and 

suppressing playback of a second segment of the multi-media program material, based 
on the content of the at least one second segment selected according to a first criteria that is 
defined according to content of the multi-media program material (Para 22 lines 8-14; Para 23 
lines 22-30; skip a second segment if the segment is not the requested user's favorite chapter 
labels like commercial); 

playing back from the multi-media program material, a third segment of the multi-media 
program material selected according to the first criteria (Para 22 lines 8-18; Para 27 lines 6-10; 
play a third segment if the segment is the requested user's favorite chapter labels). 

Regarding Claims 2 and 3, Lopez-Estrada further discloses said first criteria and said 
second criteria are comprised of indexes within said multi-media program material that identifies a 
beginning of a segment (Para 22 lines 1-5; chapter label is an index identifying the beginning of a 
segment). 

Regarding Claim 5, Lopez-Estrada further discloses said second segment is ordered 
after said first segment and said third segment is ordered after said second segment in said multi- 
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media program material (Para 23 lines 22-30; scene 1 is first segment, commercial in between is 
second segment and scene 2 is third segment). 

Regarding Claim 6, Lopez-Estrada further discloses the third segment is ahead of the 
first segment (Para 27; DVD inherently play preview, the second segment, before feature 
program; the segment after the second segment is the third segment). 

Regarding Claim 7, Lopez-Estrada further discloses said first segment selected for 
playback includes a segment of video of a first portion of said multi-media program material and a 
segment of audio of a second portion of said multi-media program material (Para 16 lines 8-10). 

Regarding Claim 9, Lopez-Estrada further discloses first criteria including a user's 
preferences to playback predetermined content (Para 27 lines 8-12). 

Regarding Claim 10, Lopez-Estrada further discloses said first criteria includes a user's 
specified playback time of said multi-media program material (Para 20 lines 1-4). 

Regarding Claim 11, Lopez-Estrada further discloses viewing said multi-media program 
material; 

identifying content segments in said multi-media program material that conform to at least 
one criteria (Para 20); 

indexing said content segments by adding an index in said multi-media program (Para 
20; segments identified as chapters). 

Regarding Claim 12, Lopez-Estrada further discloses viewing said multi-media program 
material; and annotating said multi-media program material (Para 20). 
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Regarding Claim 13, Lopez-Estrada furtlier discloses a user-specified time period, during 
which said multi-media program material is to be reviewed (Para 20 lines 1-4). 

Regarding Claim 14, Lopez-Estrada further discloses the content for display is selected 
based on data embedded in said multi-media program material (Para 27). 

Regarding Claim 15, Lopez-Estrada further discloses the content for display is selected 
based on data transmitted with said multi-media program material (FIG.2B). 

Regarding Claims 25 and 26, Lopez-Estrada further discloses adding an annotation that 

that substantially contemporaneously describes information in said multi-media program material 
and is imbedded in the multi-media program (FIG.2B, element 22; Para 21 lines 10-17). 

Regarding Claims 28 and 29, Lopez-Estrada further discloses storing and transmitting 
said multi-media program material and said index on a storage media from which said program 
material can be played back and from which said annotation can be detected (FIG.2B; element 
26; Para 26). 

Regarding Claims 30 and 31, Lopez-Estrada further discloses detecting a viewer's input 
control signal to a multi-media playback device (FIG.2B, elements 23 and 24; Para 19); 

adding a content segment to a first multi-media program in response to the user's input 

control signal and the added content segment is third party advertising content (Para 23 lines 22- 
30; add a commercial between 18 and 23 minutes into the program). 

Regarding Claim 34, Lopez-Estrada further discloses suspending the display of said 
multi-media program on a display device; and displaying said content segment on said display 
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device while the display of said multi-media program is suspended (Para 22 lines 22-30; the 
program is suspended when the commercial is played). 

Regarding Claim 35, Lopez-Estrada further discloses transitioning play back of first and 
second segments of said multi-media program; and playing back said content segment between 
said first and second segments of said multi-media program (Para 23 lines 22-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 

rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 8, 18-19, 21 and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Lopez-Estrada et al (US 2003/0035648). 

Regarding Claim 8, Lopez-Estrada discloses multi-media program material (Para 12) but 
not specifically about multi-media program material is comprised of at least one of a televised 
sporting event. 

The Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art that multi-media program 
material is comprised of at least one of a televised sporting event. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include a televised sporting event as one of the most popular event for television. 

Regarding Claims 18, 19 and 33, Applicant admits it is well known in the art to blend an 
overlay segment with a multi-media program (Specification Para 91). 
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Official Notice is also taken that it is well known in the art that the overlay segment is 
either semi-transparent or opaque. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include playing a multi-media program on a predetermined area of a display device with 
added content segment being presented substantially simultaneously with the display of said 
multi-media program. 

Regarding Claim 21, Lopez-Estrada is silent about overlay content is determined by a 
user preference. 

The Official Notice is taken that it is well known in the art to send a reminder or a 
message to a user to watch or record a program. 



6. Claims 16-17 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lopez- 
Estrada et al (US 2003/0035648) in view of Linnartz (US 6,947,573). 

Regarding Claims 16-17 and 27, Lopez-Estrada is silent about identifying the owner of 
copyright and determining if requiring compensation. 

In an analogous art, Linnartz discloses adding a watermark into a digital media stream to 
identify the owner of the copyright and trace illegal copies (Col 1 lines 16-24). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to include a watermark as taught by Linnartz with the added benefits of right protection and 
revenue increase. 

7. Claims 32, 40 and 41 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Lopez- 
Estrada et al (US 2003/0035648) in view of Goldstein (US 5,410,326). 
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Regarding Claims 32, 40 and 41, Lopez-Estrada is silent about a wireless controller 
capable of receiving information from said first controller and displaying content segment that 
contain third party advertising segments. 

In an analogous art, Goldstein discloses a wireless controller capable of receiving 
information from said first controller and displaying content segment that contain third party 
advertising segments (FIG.6). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to modify Lopez-Estrada's system to include a wireless controller capable of receiving 
information from said first controller and displaying content segment that contain third party 
advertising segments as taught by Goldstein with added convenience to use commonly used 
remote control. 

Conclusion 

8. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from 
the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date 
of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH 
shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action 
is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to FRED PENG whose telephone number is (571)270-1 147. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday-Friday 09:00-18:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Vivek Srivastava can be reached on (571 ) 272-7304. The fax phone number for the organization where 
this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 

/Annan Q Shang/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2623 

Fred Peng Vivek Srivastava 

Patent Examiner Supervisory Patent Examiner 



